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Jeer from Mr. Pickering, fecretary of ftate, to the

. ".hmli:r de Yrujo, emoy:cxtﬁbrainar‘};i_af{cr S THL
ger plenipotentiary of his catholic majelly 1o the

United States of America, -

fent to the march of any troops, either Britifh or Spa-
nifh, through the tesritory of the United States : and
you confider it as 2 ¢ determined difpofition” of the
American governmeiit on this point. I have alfo

land 3 but T &id mot believe bim  Thefe laft words af-
ford 2. pretty firong proof that they were not ating
®holly in concert. Probably M. Blount endeavoured °
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thewmtharadmitting this communication.to_Mr. Lile

to perfuade Chitholm that he would co-operate in the
profecution._of Zir_fcheme ;. while ar the fame_time

DEPARTMENT OF STATE.
Philadelphiz, Auguit-8th, 1797.

WL @5 UT you f{ay * the plotis dilcovered,
%0 s 6% and nobody any longper doubts that the
4 —- expedition was to have taken place.”
1 B Strange remark ! Juft the reverfe of it-
6 © thould have been made. For aithough
#- Q3 there is a difcovery of Mr. Blount’s
4;’0!, its extent is by no means afcertained ; and far

for nobody doubting, probably every bzdy doubts
whether the proje€ted expedition was to have taken
4ce. It was not to be undertaken but in conjunétion
wica 2 Britifh force—and on the propofal of the expé-
cition to the Britifh government it was totally rejected.,
fren Mr. Blount, who, if the proje€ was adopted,
‘peded to be at the Fead of it, ventures no farther than
iy be beliewed that the plan would be atrempted, but
#aempted, that it wouid not be till the « fall:”
i conleguently your zeal in March and April, for
which, at the expence of dscency towards the Ame-
fean goverament, you take to vourfelf fo much cre-
¢, hed then ro juft obj:€t. This zeal of youlfs is
difplayed in the infermation you gave to the baron de
Cirondelet, in March or April, of the expedition {up-
pofed 0 be preparing in Canada againlt Upper Loui-
fiina: yet you would now attempt to juftify this zeal
by the plet of Mr. Blount; althcugh this plot and the
Castda expedition weie wholly diftinét and uacon-
refted. Co

1 thall conclude this long letter with your eleven po-
fions, which you ftate with as much formality as if
tiey wers all of .them important, and all of them fup-
prtxd by facts or juft realoning. Butthe details I have
gien demonfirate that thefe pofitions are either un-
susded, or fimple propofitions of not the fmallell
enfequence, . .

Thef: arc yecur pofitions addrefled to me in your
own words ¢

« tft, That on the 27th of February T gave you
fi5icient particdlars refpeéting the intended expedition,
1 have attraéled the atterMion of this government.”

Anfwer. I have offered reafons to prove that you
ave me no particilars, but only menticned your fu
fdsy, and that you pzomifed to give me your repre-
fenrations in writing ; for which, of courfe, it was
proper for me to wait. o

“ 2. That althcugh to this verbal commurication,
lidded another in writing, oa the 24 of March, the
prefident had not the lealt knowledge of it on the gth
of the “ame month 3 and that without doubt you muft
Strehad very powetful motives ta prevént you from
commuricating it to him,”

Anfwer. | have accounnted for the delay in a fatisfac-
try manner, [ have thewn that I had abundant rea-
fon to conclude your {ufpicions to be wholly unfound~
ed, and for autachidg no fort of confequence to them.
The event demonfirates that I was right ; and that in-
fiead of wery powwerfil motives, noae were needed fora
dely of only four or five days, or for a much longer
period 5 and that te notice your naked fufpicions at all,
was not an aét of neceffity, but of complaifance, 1
might with juflicé cd.‘tfplain of yeur delay to anlwer
my letter of the 16th of March, on a {ubjeft of very
bigh importance to the United States, I aean the eva-
tuation of the pofti, * I will not fay that you were
negligentemcr * remifs”—but I will fay that for a
while moath you omittéd to give mz your fhort and
enfuisfaflory. arifwer. + The indifpofition which you
2fign as' the canfe ‘of the delay, did not prevent you
from writing on ottier fubjefts—nor long from going
abroad, Ty it as T ' | e
© %2, That it does not appear by the documents pre-
fmied by the fecretary of wer, that governmgnt ha
given orders €6 the ulitary commanders to cable the
territory and® neutrality of the United States to be re«
fpcﬂgd” § Fa Bt a el
* Anfwer. 1 have fhewn that fone'were neceffaty to
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© 4 4. That you ‘miade to the Englifi minifter a com-
monicaticr which” fn my opinion you ought not ¢ and
(that even if you thotight it necefMry, you delaye
deing it'for twdi mbnths;’ that 'is from the z7th_of Fe-
buary to the. 28¢h¢ bf April, althiough it refpected 8
moft urgerit'add:jmpbreane obfe®,”

 Adtwer, OF the's8tivol Apl, Tinforined youby.

beter, (hel Flfit commutiieated ta thie Britith minifter
r“"«fﬁrj’tﬁom‘ﬁf‘ wn expeaition prepating by the Eng-
X '33"!*“"”?2!&%%“&;"_:3‘55:' for upwards of
" tho morlthy'you’ exprefied no diffdtisfa@an on sccount
bF thiis chmdyuntchnion, -1 might well concludé you did
swimpt-’:‘é‘}‘mﬁ{&h’- f'%_ay:.“‘i_‘:‘f you letter of July
1ith, ’hréﬁ]“m‘ 6W3bﬂyerijg',',z'oﬁ”‘refer_m‘h ap-
ﬁemﬁpﬁ}bﬁzﬁéh “B“‘lhn"veri ’C.Om"'“iunic"po:ll son-
nefled” witly the ‘declattion whith acfompanied it to
the Bt Esio ey, Ahdfuki’ Prehidént cduld mot cdn-
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touto~ bE proper, 1 did not delay doing it for two
months nor two wecks; although it refpe@ted at bekt
l?nnn imagirary projeft,

** 5. That the baron de Carondelet could very well
hl\‘; received my letters, without its neceflarily fol-
lowing that his Had come to hand.”

Anfwer. [ have fhewn that you did not underftand
my reafoning on this point ; which went to prove that
your_anfwer of the 17th of April to my letter of the
16:h of March, about the evacuation of the pofts, was
wanting in candour,

* 6. '1 hat the baron did not reprefent Mr. Ellicotd’s
not writing to him officially as a complaint, but as an_
olfervaticn, and that in fatt he never has done it in
thole terms.” )

Anfwer. I have fhewn that whether the baron’s af-
fertion fhiould have been called a complains or an clfir-
wation was perfeftly immaterial ; [ meant to fhew it
was unfiunded ; and this you yourfelf admit.

‘¢ 7. Thaw the proofs you allege to exculpate Mr,
Ellicott refpe@ing his intenticns of taking the fort of
Natchez by furprife are purely negative.”

Anfwer, I offered them only as negative proofs,
Yet when ¢ne complaint or affertion againft Mr. Elii-
cott was known and acknowledged not to be true, the
negaiive teftimony of gentiemen likely to be well in-
formed, weuld be decmed {fufficient to bring another,
and in it nature very improbable, complaint or affer-
tion of the fame perfon, into difcredis.

¢ 8. That it is not merely prezences, but very pow-
erful reafons which have impeded the evacuation of the
pafts, and the running of the boundary line.”

Anfwer., The point of view in which I have now
exhibited the conduét of the Spanifh governors relative
to the evacuation of the poftsand the running of the
houndary line I fhouid fuppofe might convince you
that the caufes which they have offered for the delay,
are mers }rttmm: the American citizens, to whom
you have appealed, have been convinced only by read.
ing the printed documents, without any comments.

¢ g. That the infinuations with which you are wil.
ling 1o perfuade the American people, that our arming
is dire@ed againkt them; are unjuil as well as unfound-
ed, as by Mr. Blount’s letter it is clearly demonftrated
to be a precaution for the mere purpofe of defence.”

Anfwer. The grouads of my fuggeltions, which you
call ¢ infinvations” are detailed in this letier, and em-
brace to0 many fafls and circumftances to be abridged s
—vpermit me to defire you to review them. I fhall
only repeat, that nothing is more certain than that
Mr. Blount’s letter has not the remoteft reference to the
{ufpeéted Canada expedition ; which is your only pre-
tence for reinforcing the polts in Upper Louifiana—for
calling the Indiansto your aid—for holding the pofis
at the Natchez, and Walnut Hills—and for delaying
to ran the boundary line® . .

« 15, That you evidently contradict yourlelf, whe
on one hand you arc pleafed to auribute to us the
movemznts of the Indians, and in the very next para-
graph you fhew it might proceed from American citi-
zens, as it a@tually does, according to Mr. Blount’s
letter ; and that he 2&ted with the knowledge and in-
telligence of the very fame Britifh minifter, in whole
private notes, awithout fignature, and perbaps not of his
owen band wwriting, you place fuch implicit confidence.”

Anfwer. 1 have fiewn that there is not a fhadow of
contradi€tion in my cbfervations on this-fubject; and
your affertions to the contrary muft. proceed only from
your not underftanding them. You fay that Mr.
Blount a&ed in this manner with the khowledge and
intelligence of the Britith minifler, This is not likely
to be true. It is in proof, by other evidence than the

Britith minifter’s notes, that he did not and copld not

4 authorife the proje@ed expedition sgaint the Floridas

—and particularly that one of his firong objections
againtt it_wds, that it contemplated the employing of
the Indians’; -althoush he thought it proper to fubmit
the projs@ to the confideration and decifion of his go-
vernment. Nobody therefore will believe that he su-
thorifed Mr. Blount, or was even privy to his meafures,

for preparing the. Indians for wary Befides, dottor

Romayne, who may be prefomed tobe-well acquainted
with Mr. Blount's plot, fupgéfts that it is not the pro-
je€t-bffered to Mr. Lifton by Chitholm. * Thefe are
his words* ¢ M2. Blonnt is torally unknown to Mr.
Litton," axd _fo are all bis 'v{ng{.’: And. there’is a pal-
fage in' Mr. Bloant's lcitcr- Which countenances the
do@or's aflertion, and’ indicatés,, that although Chif-
holm and m;di{ﬁ':;lin'd fome communicatians with each
other, yet that L : th
Mr. ’If!'&unr’.‘ ‘in’ his letter to Careyy xﬁ{’,ﬂ Whre
captald Chifholm i, I do notknowel ’@ﬁ:hm}l\ll;
Philadelphid 76 Wiréh, and he_frequéntly-Vifited the
minifter, and {poke upon the fubjecty e X}

levg he
will ga into the Creek pation by, way. of, South.Ciro:

o, by weay, of, South. Caros
Jinw of Geogha. + Hé givé out he (rad goiog 10 Eogs ,

_tions,

Ir views were not precilely the famé..

‘yootg ardently wifhes, and on its arrival, no one will,.
. morg fincerely rejoice, than .

he might have another of his own, or in concert with
doftor Romayne, and fland ready in the event of
tatngs, to make his advantage of either, which ever
fhould offer the beft profpect of fuccefs: Doélor Ro-
mayne, you fee, fays that Mr. Blount is tetally un-
known to;Mr. Lifton: But it is well known that Mr,
Blount was your frequent guef, and intimate compa-
nion; snd that he was on this intimate footing with
you during the whole time that you were reprefenting
to the government, your {ufpicions of Britifh cxpedi-
) Yet after the difcovery of the confpiracy was
made public, you formally requefted'the American go-
vernment to -punith bim for fo fcandalcds a crime.
But fecing that Mr. Bloent was a citizen cf the Unit.
cd States and not a fubject of Spain,.it would have
been decentin you 5 havs Ieft him with his own go-
vernment, without interpofing ycur advice, But efpe-
cially when you knew that the prefident had laid his
letter before congrefs ; and the two houfes were deli-
berating on the mode of punifiing him ; when the in-
veftigetin had proceedsd ‘fo far, that a cemmittee of
the {enate had reported a refolution to expel Mr. Blcunt
from the fenate; and a committee of the houfe had
reported a refolution that he fhould be impeached for .
high crimes and mifdemeanors: For you then to
interfere was fingularly itmproper; and it was fuch
an oftentaticus difplay of zeal, 2as under all the
known circumilances, fuggefls more ‘than one inter-
pretation. .

* 11, That although in all your official communi.
cations, you_have always manifefted to me that the
American government knew nothing which indicated
any foundation for my fufpicicns, Mr. Blount's letter
clearly proves that I was perfetly in tHe right”

Anfwer, This remark is perfe@ly 4nconfequentiai ;
for ybur communications exhibited your fufpicions of
projeted expeditions only from Canada and Georgia § -
and 1 have thewn that Mr. Blount’s letter has no rela-
tion to either. =

I thought I had reached the end of your criminatia
ons; but in your ceercluding, paragraph you accufe of
an * unjult pardality,” meaning, no doubt, towards
the Britith minifter and hisnation. The details I have
given in this letter, I truft will cbundantly prove that
this. charge is as unfounded as it is indecent, Thofe
details verify the reprefentations of the ccnduét of cer-
tain Spanifh officers which are given in my report of
the 3d of July to'the preident. If thetruth has ex-

“cited any unpleafant fenfations, thof: only are to Slame
whofe injurions adts obliged me plainly to declaré.
Inftead of this tafk, I fhould have been happy to exe--
cute the grateful office of flating to the prefident the
good faith and amicable manner in which the officers
of his Catholic majetly had exccuted the treaty of
friendfhip, limits agd navigaticn, between our two
nations,

You think alfo that my report to the prefident is nct
calculated to” flrengthen the bonds of friendfrip avhich urite
Spain and America.~Friendfhip, Sir, cannot fubfift
without mutxal cenfidence; and cenfidence fprings from
Sfincerity.  But the proceedings of the Spanith officers,
which are ‘the fubje@® of this correfpondence, have
fhaken she confidence of the government and of the
citizens of the United States; and my report to the
prefidentonly exhibits a fummary of thofe proceedings;
or rather the plain and obvious conclufions from the
authentic fa@ts and circumftances detailed in the docu-
ments, then'and before prefented to his view. And I
dare venture to {ay, that every independent Ameérican
has from the fame premifes drawn thé fame conclu-
fions, ;

Nothing, Sir, will give truer fatisfaction to the po=

vernment and citizens of the United States than to feg
‘fuch a- change in the procetdings of the Spanith 6ffi-
cers as will reftore confidende. The change would.be
ealy, and the cffe&t certain, Let them abithdranw their
troops and garrifens from the territeries of the Umited
States. Let them-commence and profecute the running of
the boundary line. Let them ceafe 2o flsp, comirel or
regulate the paffage of our citizens on the Miffiffipi,
Jeeing thefe bave a right to navigate it with perfed
freedom—And Lt -them ceafe -to fend agents or emiffaries
aming the Indians refiding axithin' the tervitories of the
Usited States. When they fhiall do thefe things (and
the good faith of his Catholic. majefty pledged in
the treaty renders their. doing them an indifpenfable

-

duty) then we. fhall forget what is pafty - our: canfi= -
dence .will returni.;and with it that beneficial integ,

courfe and thofe friendly a@ls by which neighbotry

may promots . cach others interefls, welfazed;Tand:

happinefse=And for fuch a flatc of thinge,iwhit-

T

,eyer you.may. have imsgined to the contrary;<tio ofe .-

> Your obedient fervant, .

TIMOTHY PICKERING.
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